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Going Up! 


Reports of increases in the admission standards in three states, contained 
in this issue of The Bar Examiner, are symptomatic of the general trend which 
is evidencing itself over the country. At the time of the 1934 meeting of the 
American Bar Association in Milwaukee charts were exhibited showing that 
twenty-three states had adopted the requirement of two years of college edu- 
cation. When the maps are seen in Boston this year, they will show thirty-two 


states with this provision. 


Two years ago five states had no requirements whatsoever of either gen- 


eral education or legal training. Today this number has been reduced to two. 
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The Annual Meeting 


Plans for the sixth annual meeting of The Na- 
tional Conference of Bar Examiners have been com- 
pleted and an interesting program has been arranged 
for those who come to Boston. The American Bar 
Association meeting there promises to be one of the 
most interesting which has ever been held and a 
record attendance is forecast. 

The American Bar Association meeting will 
open on Monday morning, August 24, with the gen- 
eral session at which the reports of officers and the 
President’s address will be given. That afternoon 
the important plan for a more representative organi- 
zation of the bar will be brought up for discussion 
and action. Monday night the Conference of Bar 

Joun H. Riossan Association Delegates will have a dinner to which 
all members of the Association are invited. 

Section meetings will be held Tuesday morning, Tuesday afternoon and 
Wednesday morning. The Bar Examiners’ Conference will meet Tuesday 
morning for its general session and on Wednesday morning for the examina- 
tion clinic which will be presented by the Massachusetts Board of Bar Ex- 
aminers. The Section of Legal Education will meet on Tuesday afternoon. 
On Wednesday the proposed draft of the new federal rules will be discussed 
by former Attorney General Mitchell, Dean Clark of Yale and others. There 
will be a general meeting of the Association Wednesday night, at which At- 
torney General Cummings, Mr. Justice Hanna of the 
High Court of Justice of the Irish Free State, and 
Sir Maurice Amos, Quain Professor of Law, of 
London, England, will speak. On Thursday the 
“open forum” session of the Association will be held 
in the morning, and in the afternoon action will be 
taken on the report of the Committee on Federal 
Legislation and Policies as Affecting the Rights and 
Liberties of American Citizens, and on other reports. 
The annual dinner of the Association will be Thurs- 
day night, at which Lord Wright of Durley, Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary of London, England, Mr. Leon- 
ard E. Brockington, K.C., of Winnipeg, Canada, and 
Mr. John W. Davis of New York will speak. On 
Friday there will be further committee reports and Wen, Benes Memes 
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unfinished business, and the last meeting of the House of Delegates will be 
held Friday afternoon. 
The program of the Conference will be as follows: 


Tuespay, AuGcustT 25, 10 A.M. 
Parlor A, Copley-Plaza Hotel 
Address by the Chairman, John H. Riordan of California. 


Addresses by Dean H. Claude Horack of Duke University 
School of Law; Oscar G. Haugland, Secretary of the Minne- 
sota State Board of Law Examiners; and William B. Board- 
man, Secretary of the Connecticut Bar Examining Committee. 





WeEpnEspay, Aucust 26, 10:30 A.M. 
Parlor A, Copley-Plaza Hotel 


A Bar Examination Clinic, conducted by the Massachusetts 
Board of Bar Examiners, William Harold Hitchcock of 
Boston presiding. 





The program of the Section of Legal Education, on Tuesday afternoon in 
the John Hancock Hall, will include the following speakers: Chairman James 
Grafton Rogers, Dean Lloyd K. Garrison of the University of Wisconsin Law 
School; Judge Merrill E. Otis, President of The Kansas City School of Law; 
and Colonel Cornelius W. Wickersham, President of the Joint Conference on 
Legal Education in the State of New York. The subject for discussion is 
“Character Training of Law Students from the Point of View of the Law J 
Schools and the Bar.” 























Dean H. C. Horack Oscar G. HaucLanp Wm. B. BoarpMan 
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Report of the Secretary to The National 
Conference of Bar Examiners 


The past year of the Conference has been largely devoted to a develop- 
ment of the character service which it is rendering in reference to foreign 
attorney applicants for admission to the bar. This work was commenced two 
years ago, and the Conference was first engaged to make character investiga- 
tions by The Committee of Bar Examiners of the State Bar of California. The 
thirteen other states of Delaware, Washington, Nevada, Texas, Oklahoma, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Florida, Alabama, Utah, Indiana, Oregon and Nebraska 
now employ the Conference and other jurisdictions have the plan under con- 
sideration. A summary of the character investigations which have been made 
shows the number of applicants and the states where they have applied for 
admission to be as follows: 


State to Which Number of State to Which Number of 

They Applied Applicants They Applied Applicants 
SN 666d joer cede ern e akan 2 EE Gi wth bg bccacian Oe meee ede 21 
I os now iack-a i's a een ee 83 I oti 0d tais aa oa ow aaa 0 
NE, is sod dkee dansk Roma 4 EY Suda birsk sa baa ecearecut 3 
DE stncinerbaasgaae eens 3 ERE a er er 8 
re ee ee ree ee 43 ED Gah ed evans nWaneakd wae 0 
eee 0 EY airs wi dhicisa: cp ao eae An we 15 
ID, oki nc ee eceeews es 1 RN Rises skeewe cen ceec enh exes 2 
ID bias oS nace darn uiwea we 3 No 5.sckraeoaws.e eke e eae 6 
MEE icdtbeewdubeacaekeeewns 194 


Experience has shown it takes from two to six weeks to make an investi- 
gation and in some cases where particularly difficult situations are encountered 
a longer time is required. Most of the work is done by correspondence, but a 
number of personal investigators have been employed with good results. The 
loyal and ready cooperation of members of bar examining boards, character 
committees, bar association officials and judges is worthy of comment, and it 
should also be stated that we have received gratifying assistance from prac- 
ticing lawyers in all parts of the country. The total number of those who 
have written us in reply to requests for information is probably close to four 
thousand. 

No state which has engaged the Conference to do this work has withdrawn 
its support, and the general testimony of examining boards is to the effect 
that the organization is performing a highly useful service in this regard. If 
additional states can be brought in, the Conference will be placed on a more 
secure basis and the shyster with an unsavory record, who seeks greener 
pastures, will have a more difficult time in gaining admission. Not only does 
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the investigation often show past moral delinquencies, but also, in some cases. 
it has revealed an insufficient period of practice in the state from which the 
foreign attorney comes. It is significant that out of a total of 150 applicants 
on which reports have been filed, and on which final action has been taken. 
18, or 12 per cent, have been refused admission on character grounds or have 
not completed their applications. 

The practice of raising the fees for admission of foreign attorneys has 
continued and at the present time charges in the states which require the 
applicant to pay over $25, including in some cases the character investigation 
fee, are as follows: 


State Fee State Fee 
DE 2 v.icd anand ieakewee $100 I i aio Garg Gial ca ce ankee eons $125 
IR ia a ade a A law ee 100 IE gta dais Geseatiacwrbcs 68a 0a 65 
Ee ren 30 gk, I rn 100 
NINE 5:5.4.0.0-Wis wwe medals 35 EE eT ee ee 35 
REE e Ser mee pares 32 DE ci tvanin eee waism sae deans 75 
ee 40 PUNE ois csc acevccevces 100 
ED ccivanda'n b:Ghawe waa eadoe an 35 MED nedadeswcmacdes sbawn sues 45 
NIN inis:55.. sc0-8 bs o-oo Se 100 PE hiwkarseeb a eW ae snwauen 50 

I re 50 


Examination questions from the following states have been distributed 
during the year: Connecticut (2), Maine (2), Missouri (3), New Mexico (3), 
Oklahoma (2), and Virginia (1). 

The Annual Review of Legal Education, formerly published by the Car- 
negie Foundation, this year appeared under the aegis of the Council on Legal 
Education and Admissions to the Bar of the American Bar Association. The 
Conference assisted in collecting the figures for this publication and the in- 
dividual examiners were helpful in many cases in supplying the information 
requested. 

The recognition achieved by the Conference and its worth as a national 
organization in the field of legal education are shown by the fact that in the 
proposed amendments to the Constitution and By-Laws of the American Bar 
Association the Chairman of the Conference is given a seat in the House of 
Delegates along with the representatives of six other national associations. 

A glance at the Treasurer’s report shows that a substantial amount of the 
one thousand dollars received from the Carnegie Foundation last November 
is still on hand. The Conference is, however, not yet financially independent 
as the American Bar Association furnishes part of the stenographic assistance 
required and provides office space for the Conference’s staff without charge. 

But, broadly speaking, the Conference is now standing on its own feet 
with a reasonable prospect of soon becoming entirely self-supporting. Mem- 
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bers are urged to assist in bringing this about by securing the adoption of the 
character plan in those states where it is not now in effect. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Witt SHarrotn, Secretary. 








Report of the Treasurer 
for the Fiscal Year Ending September 16, 1936 


Batanee—Beptember 16, 1908... cc ccccccscccccwcccces $ 309.29 
Actual Estimated 
to August 1 
August 1 to Sept. 16 
Receipts— 
The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of 
DEE, ¥ictadaedodeks eatakedaqeweenen reseed $1,000.00 


Character Investigations conducted for Alabama, 
California, Delaware, Florida, Missouri, Okla- 


homa, Texas, Utah and Washington............ 2,350.00 
Character Investigations—Accounts Receivable.... 700.00 $ 200.00 
Contributions from the States: 

SE inain nn ono6-xane acoA ween $200 

NE atk Skins eee cdawnleeekeenmiee 250 450.00 
I Ss ce cccbcackpawnun eee manera 18.11 





$4,518.11 $ 200.00 $4,718.11 


$5,027.40 





Disbursements— 
Miscellaneous Expense at Annual Meeting......... $ 85.00 
The Bar Examiner—Printing, Postage and Mailing. $1,093.10 190.00 
Office Supplies and Stationery.................... 141.87 15.00 
ee Ge SD, ok ovcnccsackaudbwcecuweeac’ 397.89 20.00 
Salaries—Assistant to Secretary and Misc., includ- 
ing character investigation fees................ 1,905.69 270.00 
Character Investigations, Misc.................... 91.49 5.00 
po I ee 28.99 5.00 
Government Tax on Checks............ccccccccees 3.78 .60 
$3,662.81 $ 590.60 $4,253.41 
Estimated Balance, September 16, 1936............... $ 773.99 











Eventual Success in the Bar Examinations 


By WILL SHAFROTH 


The object of the bar examinations is to determine whether applicants 
applying for admission to the bar are qualified to practice law from the stand- 
point of knowledge and the ability to think along legal lines. If the examina- 
tions could accurately test these qualities, there would be no need for any 
preliminary requirements, either of general education or of legal training. 
But the fact is, as all bar examiners realize, that the examination machinery 
is imperfect and that additional tests such as those involved in acquiring a 
general education and a law school training are essential. 

To the average practicing lawyer, it is not always plain that the bar exam- 
ination does not necessarily keep out the unfit. When he sees that the average 
percentage passing the examinations over the entire country was 48 percent 
for the year 1935 and slightly less than that for the two preceding years, he 
is inclined to believe that a very great elimination is taking place at the 
portals of the bar. This is not true, however. What is actually happening is 
that many applicants are being delayed and forced to take two or three, or 
sometimes more, examinations before eventually succeeding. The examina- 
tions have proved themselves to be more efficient as persistency tests than as 
barriers to keep out the unfit. This has been effectively pointed out by Mr. 
Philip J. Wickser, able secretary of the New York Board, in the following 
language: ' 


“From 1922 to 1927 over 8,000 new applicants applied in New York. 
It may seem that, in so large a group, some portion must be natively un- 
fitted to practice law—perhaps ten or twenty percent. This may be so, 
but it does not follow that they are incapable of passing an examination, 
which, after all, is not the same thing as practicing law. As for the 8,000 
applicants, all but five percent of them succeeded in passing some time 
ago, and many of these desisted after the second attempt, for reasons, one 
must suppose, not wholly connected with the examination. The examina- 
tion alone, therefore, has thus far proved an unsurmountable obstacle for 
only a very small number. It may be that two or three hundred men out 
of 8,000 represents a true appraisal of the proportion of them natively 
unfitted to practice law, but a cataract of criticism from the metropolis 
and elsewhere voices no such belief. The figures indicate that final ex- 
aminations, looked at realistically, simply act as an informal equalizer of 
law school standards, assuring admission to the best qualified men prompt- 
ly, and forcing the more poorly equipped to prepare themselves for a year 


1 Proceedings of the Twenty-eighth Annual Meeting of the Association of American Law 
Schools (1930) p. 86. 
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or two longer. They also indicate that, by nature, final examinations are 
probably not sufficiently strong mechanisms to do much, if anything, more 
than they are now doing.” 


It is imperative that this be realized by all bar examiners lest they place 
too high an importance on the heavy mortality which may take place at a 
given examination. For example, in California in the February, 1932, exam- 
ination only 20 percent of the applicants passed. The hue and cry set up 
by the rejected candidates was of sufficient proportion to result in a survey 
of the bar examination system and the law schools of the state. Yet 62 percent 
of those examinees were repeaters and of the applicants taking the examina- 
tion for the first time 35 percent passed that examination and 58 percent were 
ultimately successful in gaining admission to the bar. And this was in a state 
where many candidates were, and are still, admitted to the bar examinations 
who have never graduated from high school but have “the equivalent of a 
four-year high school education in point of view of intellectual competency 
and achievement.” 

It seems plain that the figures on ultimate admissions are of real import- 
ance to a board in measuring the work it is doing. Yet in spite of this fact 
there are not half a dozen examining committees in the United States which 
regularly keep these figures or which compile any competent statistical in- 
formation which is in any sense complete concerning their bar examinations. 
The National Conference of Bar Examiners has felt that one of its important 
functions should be the accumulation of facts concerning bar examinations 
and how they operate. It has realized the need for emphasizing the percentage 
of ultimate success of applicants and of finding out what this is. In 1932 it 
secured figures from five states regarding the fate of applicants who had first 
taken the examination in the years 1922, 1923 and 1924. The resulting figures 
showed that an average of over 90 percent of all those trying the bar examina- 
tions were eventually admitted. The New York figures quoted above by Mr. 
Wickser—that out of 8,000 applicants in that state during the period from 1922 
to 1927, all but 400 were finally successful in gaining admission to the bar— 
were equalled only in Ohio where a survey made in 1933 showed that of 
more than 2,000 students taking the examinations in 1926, 1927, 1928 and one 
examination in 1929, all but 104, or 5 percent, eventually passed. 

With the improvement which has taken place in bar examinations in the 
last six years, it was considered important to bring these figures down to date 
and, accordingly, statistics have been again obtained from half a dozen states. 
In three of these the Conference paid for having the data prepared. The 
comparative results are as follows: 
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TABLE I. 


PERCENTAGE OF CANDIDATES TAKING THEIR First EXAMINATIONS IN THE YEARS 1922, 1923 anp 1924 
Wuo EventTuatty Passep THE Bark EXAMINATIONS 


COMIOTMEA 2.602065 83% Sr 86% Pennsylvania ...... 93% 
OW YOEE .ccccsss 95% eer 89% en ee ree 95% 
WHE. 66s ccvcoes 91% New Hampshire?.. .638% 


PERCENTAGE OF CANDIDATES TAKING THEIR EXAMINATIONS FOR THE First Time DurING THE YEARS 
1930, 1931 anp 1932 Wuo Hap Passep THE EXAMINATIONS BY Apnrix 1, 1936 





Total Taking Total Percent 
Exam. for Eventually Eventually 

First Time Passing Passing 
NN oo cin ke een meee 2,149 1,528 71% 
ave 4 25 we adele saves 2,250 2,049 91% 
POBMAFIVEMIE 2... ccccccccseses 1,406 1,189 85% 
rane spar rr emcrer 1,072 1,027 96% 
IE 05s fo5.0urg-craie sa neds ae 502 446 89% 
SE a xiccralaicccalew wb eeewaces 236 170 72% 
SE “sb Cutline src macwaer 7,615 6,409 84% 


Figures from New York are not available but probably the figures given by 
Mr. Wickser in December, 1932, to the effect that 92% percent of the applicants 
from 1925 to 1928 had then passed, may be considered as more representative 
of present conditions than his figure for the earlier years. Mr. Brenner, re- 
search assistant for the California Board, foretold the decrease in the eventual 
success percentage in California when he furnished the first figures. At that 
time he said: “It is interesting to note the large percentage of the repeaters 
for the period 1922-24 who have finally passed in this state. I believe this 
is due in part to the rather high percentage of all applicants who passed these 
earlier examinations; the percentages ran from 50 to 75 percent. At the 
present time the percentage of all applicants passing is between 38 and 40 
percent which should reduce the percentage of those who ultimately pass to 
a figure much below the 83 percent for the 1922-24 period.” The smaller per- 
centage in Pennsylvania which appears in the more recent figures may be 
attributed to the same cause as the average percent passing the Pennsylvania 
examinations for the years 1928 to 1930 was 55 percent, as against a much 
larger percentage in 1922 to 1924. The California figures are given in full in 
Table II as deserving special study. 

In connection with the more recent figures, the differences in the require- 
ments of preliminary education should be taken into consideration. It seems 
fair to assume that states having only a general education requirement of high 
school or less, such as Florida, California, and Oklahoma, should eventually 
bar a larger percentage than states with the two-year college requirement. 
This is borne out by Table I. A minimum of three years of law study is 
required in all of the states mentioned there except Florida. 

2 Candidates from the years 1926, 1927, 1928 and January of 1929 who had passed the exam- 
inations before 1933. 


3 Candidates for the years 1928 to 1930, inclusive, who had passed the examinations before 
1934. 


138 








AREY oD 











SAREE AEE SY a 





TABLE II. 


EventuaL Success sy EXAMINATIONS OF ORIGINAL APPLICANTS IN CALIFORNIA FIRST 
TryiInc In 1930-1932 


REPEATERS TAKING 





Exam. Exam. Exam. Exam. Exam. Exam. Exam. Exam. 


% 1 1% 2 212 3 3% 4 
Taking First First Year Year Years Years Years Years Years Years 
Examination Timers* Later Later Later Later Later Later Later Later Total 
RO, BHOe 66 6sb00wx A 320 86 59 43 24 12 13 12 5 
P 155 23 17 4 1 6 7 0 1 214 


Jo 19% 1% 5% 1% 3% 22% 2% 0% 3% 67% 
August, 1930 ....... A 427 113 «53 #32 «2 16 «618 ~=«(18 0 
P 250 55 Od 1 9 6 0 0 0 332 
Go 59% 18% 3% 2% 2% 1% 0% 0% 0% 78% 


April, 1931 ......... A 253 72 #45 #23 22% 23 21 3 6 
P 135 10 4 2 6 0 1 0 0 158 
% 53% 4$% 2% 8% 22% 0% AM% 0% 0% 638% 


August, 1931 ....... A 485 148 79 64 583 36 6 3 12 
P 264 28 37~—5 4 9 0 1 0 368 
% 5G 6% 8% 5% 8% 22% 0% 2% 0% 16% 


February, 1932 ..... A 199 58 30 25 17 7 4 3 
P 7 33 10 1 1 1 0 0 116 
Go 36% 17% =5% 5% 5% 5% 0% 0% 58% 
August, 1932°....... A 465 91 66 46 22 9 Ss 
P 300 25 4 7 0 2 1 339 
Go 65% 5% 8% 2% 0% AH 2% 73% 
*A — Applicants. 
P — Passing. 


% % of original applicants passing. 
In Table III (page 140) combined figures are given for five states showing 
the percentage of the total first examinees passing each successive examination. 


The usefulness of these figures would seem to require no argument. Their 
compilation is not a difficult matter if it is undertaken at the time of each 
examination. A form for keeping the statistics will be furnished on request 
to any board desiring it. More knowledge of the factual results of the bar 
examination process is a necessary step toward the improvement of the process. 

(Note: The following references are to other articles in previous issues 


of The Bar Examiner on this subject: Vol. I, pp. 108, 173, 282; Vol. II, pp. 26, 
60, 229, 235, 306.) 
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TABLE III. 


TasLe RELATING ONLY TO ORIGINAL APPLICANTS IN 1930, 1931 anv 1932, SHow1nc NuMBER 
TAKING AND Percent Passinc Successive EXAMINATIONS 
Penn- Rhode 
California Michigan Oklahoma _ sylvania Island* 


Number of original applicants..... 2,149 1,072 502 1,406 53 
Percent passing first 
EID .cs.ce6 ews ccicsa ens 55% 83% 81% 59% 58% 
Number taking examination 
6 months after their first...... 568 151 30 451 19 
errr 31% 75% 50% 55% 37% 
Number taking examination 
1 year after their first......... 382 34 24 108 11 
PE I okcceccewccveses 25% 68% 50% 38% 27% 
Number taking examination 
11% years after their first...... 233 5 10 112 7 
POTOOM POM cccccccsccccces 17% 60% 40% 36% 0% 
Number taking examination 
2 years after their first........ 166 4 12 43 3 
a eee 138% 25% 25% 21% 33% 
Number taking examination 
2% years after their first...... 103 1 5 33 0 
ee 23% 0% 80% 27% 
Number taking examination 
3 years after their first........ 16 5 0 25 0 
po err 14% 20% 24% 
Number taking examination 
3% years after their first...... 34 3 1 7 0 
PIED hb.6kcecesecenes 3% 0% 100% 14% 
Number taking examination 
4 years after their first........ 23 1 0 6 0 
ce 4% 0% 17% 





A Nebraska Decision on Inherent Power 


“This court has heretofore recognized and decided that it has the 
power to adopt rules fixing the qualifications for admission to the bar, and 
requires a higher standard of educational qualifications than does the 
statute. In In re Disbarment Proceedings of Newby, 76 Neb. 482, 107 N.W. 
850, it was held: ‘This court alone can pass upon the qualifications of 
applicants for admission to the bar, and has sole power to annul such 
admission.’ See, also, In re Admission to the Bar, 61 Neb. 58, 84 N.W. 611. 
The principles announced in these cases were approved in the case of 
State v. Goldman, 127 Neb. 340, 255 N.W. 32.”—State ex rel Wright, At- 
torney General, vs. Barlow (268 N.W. 95). 


* Figures are for Sept., 1931, and March and Sept., 1932, examinations only. 
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Kansas Requires Academic Degree 
for Admission 


Law School Graduation Also Necessary Except for Office Students 


Kansas, which in 1921 became the first state to adopt the two-year college 
rule, and in 1932 was the pioneer in a three-year college requirement, now 
retains its primacy by demanding a college degree, and in addition a law de- 
gree except in the case of office students. The new rule recently promulgated 
by the Kansas Supreme Court reads: 


“On and after July 1, 1940, the applicant shall show that he holds a 
degree issued by an accredited college indicating his satisfactory comple- 
tion of a full collegiate course in the arts and sciences; and he shall also 
show that he holds a degree of bachelor of laws issued by an accredited 
law school. Whether the two requisite degrees shall have been earned 
by four years’ study in the arts and sciences and three years’ study in law, 
or by three years in the arts and sciences and four years in law shall 
continue, as at present, to be the concern of the educational institutions 
which issue those degrees to the applicant, so long as their standards of 
educational excellence are satisfactory to the board of law examiners. (A 
degree from a law school shall not be required under the provisions of 
R. S. 7-102 and in conformity with Supreme Court Rule No. 34 [by study 
in a law office].)” 





Texas Goes on Two-Year College Basis 


On July first the Supreme Court of Texas promulgated new rules for 
admission to the bar which put that state on the list with thirty-one other 
jurisdictions which have adopted rules providing for two years of college 
education as a requirement for bar admission. In Texas the college study 
must be completed before the beginning of law study as the applicant is re- 
quired to register when he starts to study law, unless he shall afterward 
qualify by virtue of a degree from a school approved by the American Bar 
Association, and at the time of registration he must have the full preliminary 
requirements. 

The Texas rules, which were adopted after careful consideration by the 
court and after consultation with the bar examiners and members of other 
interested groups, provide that applicants beginning the study of law after 
July 1, 1937, and until July 1, 1938, shall have completed thirty semester hours 
of academic work or its equivalent, and those beginning law study after July 
1, 1938, shall have completed sixty semester hours of such work or its equiv- 
alent. 
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The required period of law study under the new rules is twenty-seven 
months or in lieu thereof the candidate may present a diploma from a school 
approved by the American Bar Association. 

The present system in Texas, whereby the applicant receives credit under 
certain conditions on such subjects of the bar examination as he passes and 
has to retake only the subjects which he fails, is retained in a modified form. 
In the future the applicant is required to make an average of seventy-five 
percent on all subjects in order to pass, but if he makes that grade in at least 
half of them he may, within eight months, be examined on those subjects in 
which he failed in the first examination. If the grades made on the second 
examination, when taken together with those made on the first, average sev- 
enty-five percent, with no grade less than sixty-five percent, he is passed, but 
if they do not he may then take a reexamination at any time within two years. 
On such reexamination he again has two attempts under the same conditions 
as before. If he does not succeed in passing on those two attempts, he must 
wait three years before a third examination and must then make the requisite 
grade in one examination instead of two. A third failure disqualifies him 
permanently. 

Foreign attorneys will no longer be admitted on motion but must take 
an examination, and in order to be eligible as such must have resided in the 
state six months next preceding the date of the examination and must have 
practiced continuously in the state from which they come for a period of at 
least seven years. The rules do not state whether the foreign attorneys will 
take the same examination as original applicants or not, but it is presumed 
that this is the intention. 





New Hampshire Has Two-Year 
College Rule 


Announcement has not been made previously in The Bar Examiner of the 
fact that the Supreme Court of New Hampshire last fall promulgated rules 
requiring that after 1938 applicants for admission to the bar in that state must 
furnish satisfactory proof that they have completed at least two years of work 
in an approved college. 

It is suggested that bar examiners bring their copies of the Annual Review 
of Legal Education for 1935 up to date by making a note in it of the new rules 
in Kansas, Texas and New Hampshire. Extra copies of the Review are avail- 
able on request. 
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Three Jailed in Philadelphia for Conspiracy 
to Sell Bar Exam Questions 


As a result of charges of a conspiracy to sell students the questions to be 
asked in the July state bar examination in Pennsylvania, three men were 
held in bail by President Judge Harry S. McDevitt of Common Pleas Court 
No. 1 of Philadelphia, awaiting hearing. The committing judge expressed 
the belief that the conspirators were not in possession of the questions. One 
of the three testified that another of those charged had offered him $200 to 
help sell the list of questions to students preparing for the examination. The 
price to the students was to have been $3,000. Part of the payment was to 
have been made immediately and the balance after the examination. An ele- 
vator operator put him in touch with a law student who pretended to receive 
the proposition favorably but reported the entire affair to a member of the 
board of law examiners. The board’s investigator launched an investigation 
which resulted in the arrests. 

One of the three defendants had been rejected by the board of law ex- 
aminers on character grounds because of bootlegging activities, and a second 
had failed the bar examinations four times. One student who had been con- 
tacted promised to pay $2,000 after the examination was over. An official of 
the printing firm which prepares the examination lists said it would be almost 
impossible for anyone to secure a copy of the questions. One linotype operator 
and a foreman had charge of the work and were acquainted with the entire 
list. Both were reported as reliable and trustworthy. 





Tennessee Supreme Court Appoints Com- 
mittee to Recommend Rules 


Responding to a petition filed with the court by more than two hundred 
and fifty members of the Tennessee bar and endorsed at the annual meeting 
of the state bar association, the Supreme Court of Tennessee on July 3 ap- 
pointed a committee of seven “to investigate the matter and to report as to 
the advisability of this Court making additional rules regulating the practice 
of law and regulating admissions to the bar.” The committee includes: W. L. 
Frierson of Chattanooga, former Solicitor General of the United States; H. D. 
Minor of Memphis; E. W. Ross of Savannah; W. E. Norvell of Nashville; H. B. 
McGinnis of Carthage; R. A. Davis of Athens; and Harley G. Fowler of Knox- 
ville. 
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California Moves Toward Higher Standards 


A plebiscite of the lawyers of California is proposed in the following 
resolution which will be presented by the Educational Standards Committee 
to the next annual meeting of the State Bar. After setting out the reasons 
for the action to be taken, the resolution continues: 


“Now, therefore, it is hereby Resolved: 

“First, that general educational standards for admission to the bar 
should require of all applicants that before beginning the study of law they 
shall have completed at least two years of college work acceptable to the 
University of California for admission to its junior year, or the equivalent 
thereof, which equivalent shall be determined by the University of Cali- 
fornia; 

“Second, that legal educational standards for admission to the bar 
should require of all applicants, not only that they pass a final and compre- 
hensive bar examination, but also either 

“(1) That they be graduates of such law schools as may be approved 
by the American Bar Association, or of such other law schools as may 
be approved by the Committee of Bar Examiners, or, 

“(2) If they study law outside of such approved law schools, that 
they study law diligently and in good faith for at least four years, that 
they register with the Committee of Bar Examiners before beginning such 
study of law, and that they be required to take and pass examinations 
from time to time during such study, which examinations shall be con- 
ducted by the Committee of Bar Examiners or under its supervision or 
direction; 

“Third, that the operation of such standards be subject to such rules 
and regulations as may be reasonable and proper for the purpose of mak- 
ing the same effective, and for the purpose of eliminating any undue 
hardship to persons who in good faith began the study of law before the 
effective date of such standards; 

“Fourth, that the Board of Governors be requested to conduct a 
plebiscite of the members of The State Bar upon the adoption of such 
educational standards, and that, if the adoption of such standards is ap- 
proved by a majority of the members of The State Bar voting in said 
plebiscite, the Board of Governors be requested to cause appropriate legis- 
lation to be drafted for the purpose of providing for the adoption of such 
standards, and that the California Legislature be urged to pass such legis- 
lation at its next session.” 
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